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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to amendment filed August 4, 2008. 

Status of Claims 

2. Claims 1, 7, 13 and 18 have been amended. Claims 2-6, 8-12, 14-17 and 19-23 
are as previously presented. Claims 1-23 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1 -23 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. In view of Applicants amendments to claims 1, 7, 13 
and 18, the rejections are withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 
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4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 1-4, 6-10 and 12-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Davidson, Pat. No. 5,699,527 (hereinafter Davidson), in view of 

Steele et al., Pat. No. 7,257,581 (hereinafter Steele). 

As to claims 1 and 7, Davidson discloses a method and system with a machine- 
readable medium that includes a set of instructions, the set of instructions, which when 
executed, perform a method, comprising: 

• communicating a user interface to a client system via a network 
communication link, the user interface including a plurality of user 
interface displays configured to capture commercial loan application data 
(Abstract; column 4, lines 18-22; col. 5, lines 2-12; and Fig. 1-2); 

• receiving the commercial loan application data via the network 
communication link (col. 6, lines 62-65); 

• storing the commercial loan application data in a storage device (col. 8, 
lines 24-27). 

Davidson does not disclose the following limitation: 

• communicating at least a portion of the commercial loan application data 
to the client system to pre-populate at least one data field of one of the 
plurality of user interface displays. 

However, Steele teaches a method for storage, management and distribution of 
information. Steele teaches a method where a vendor server executes a server-side 
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application for interacting with the database management system of the host server. 
The server-side application receives the consumer information from the database 
management system and integrates the consumer information into a vendor's business 
process on behalf of the consumer. For example, the server-side application may auto- 
populate the filtered consumer information elements into at least one input field of the 
web page file and may transmit the auto-populated web page file to the browser for 
display to the consumer. Any edits or additions to the consumer information that are 
made by the consumer may be passed to the server-side application and then on to the 
host server for appropriate storage in the information account (col. 2, line 57 thru col. 3, 
line 9; and Fig. 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to include in the loan processing system of Davidson, the storage 
and distribution method as taught by Steele since the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have 
performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in that art 
would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. See MPEP 
2143 (Rev. 6, Sept 2007). 

As to claims 2-4, 6, 8-10 and 12, Davidson discloses the following limitations: 
• the plurality of user interface displays are further configured to assign a 
commercial loan request (col. 5, line 66 thru col. 6, lines 2); 
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• the plurality of user interface displays are further configured to monitor a 
status of review corresponding to the commercial loan request (col. 7, 
lines 12-38); 

• the plurality of user interface displays are further configured to administer 
association of accounts with approved commercial loan requests (col. 14, 
lines 18-32); 

• storing the commercial loan application data in the storage device includes 
storing the data in a manner to be retrieved in response to customer 
identifying information (e.g. password; col. 8, lines 43-47). 

As to claims 13 and 18, Davidson discloses a method and system with a 
machine-readable medium that includes a set of instructions, the set of instructions, 
which when executed, perform a method, comprising: 

• receiving a user interface via a network communication link, the user 
interface including a plurality of user interface displays configured to 
capture commercial loan application data (Abstract; column 4, lines 18-22; 
col. 5, lines 2-12; and Fig. 1-2); 

• receiving a user input, the user input comprising entry of the commercial 
loan application data (col. 5, lines 2-12); and 

• communicating the commercial loan application data to a server to store in 
a storage device (col. 4, lines 18-22 and col. 8, lines 24-26). 

Davidson does not disclose the following limitation: 
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• receiving at least a portion of the commercial loan application data from 
the server to pre-populate at least one data field of one of the plurality of 
user interface displays. 
However, Steele teaches a method for storage, management and distribution of 
information. Steele teaches a method where a vendor server executes a server-side 
application for interacting with the database management system of the host server. 
The server-side application receives the consumer information from the database 
management system and integrates the consumer information into a vendor's business 
process on behalf of the consumer. For example, the server-side application may auto- 
populate the filtered consumer information elements into at least one input field of the 
web page file and may transmit the auto-populated web page file to the browser for 
display to the consumer. Any edits or additions to the consumer information that are 
made by the consumer may be passed to the server-side application and then on to the 
host server for appropriate storage in the information account (col. 2, line 57 thru col. 3, 
line 9; and Fig. 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to include in the loan processing system of Davidson, the storage 
and distribution method as taught by Steele since the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have 
performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in that art 
would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. See MPEP 
2143 (Rev. 6, Sept 2007). 
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As to claims 14-17 and 19-23, Davidson discloses the following limitations: 

• the plurality of user interface displays are further configured to assign a 
commercial loan request (col. 5, line 66 thru col. 6, lines 2); 

• the plurality of user interface displays are further configured to monitor a 
status of review corresponding to the commercial loan request (col. 7, 
lines 12-38); 

• the plurality of user interface displays are further configured to administer 
association of accounts with approved commercial loan requests (col. 14, 
lines 18-32); 

• the user interface displays configured to assign a commercial loan request 
are configured to assign an approval level corresponding to the 
commercial loan request and to assign each stage of an approval process 
to a specified reviewer (col. 5, lines 40-52 and col. 7, lines 31-38); and 

• one of the plurality of user interface displays comprises a user interface 
display corresponding to a sequence of user interface displays accessible 
to the user via actuation of a tab associated with each display of the 
sequence of user interface displays (col. 5, lines 2-12). 

8. Claims 5 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Davidson and Steele as applied to claims 1 and 7 above, and further in view of Goodwin 
et al., Pat. No. 7,035,820 (hereinafter Goodwin). 
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As to claims 5 and 11, Davidson does not disclose the following limitation: 
• the plurality of user interface displays comprise hypertext markup 

language (HTML) documents, and communicating the user interface to the 
client system comprises transmitting the HTML documents via a network 
communication protocol in response to a request from the client system. 
However, Goodwin teaches that systems and methods for providing information 
relating to financial products such as commercial loans could use web pages that are 
written in hypertext markup language (HTML) (col. 1, lines 17-20 and col. 5, lines 56- 
67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to include in the loan processing system of Davidson, the method 
of using web pages written in HTML as taught by Goodwin since the claimed invention 
is merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely 
would have performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in 
that art would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 
See MPEP 2143 (Rev. 6, Sept 2007). 
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Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed August 4, 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicants argue (pages 9-11) the following limitations: 
Claim 1 and 7 

• communicating at least a portion of the commercial loan application data 
to the client system to pre-populate at least one data field of one of the 
plurality of user interface displays. 

Claim 13 and 18 

• receiving at least a portion of the commercial loan application data from 
the server to pre-populate at least one data field of one of the plurality of 
user interface displays. 

In particular, that the "pre-populate" is performed by the client system. 

Response: The claims (as a whole) have been interpreted by the Examiner to 
include a client system receiving a plurality of user interface displays (e.g. web pages) 
and also receiving at least at least a portion of the commercial loan application data 
from a server over a communication link. At the client system, at least one data field is 
pre-populated with data that was stored at the server. However, no where in the claims 
does it explicitly disclose where or who is performing pre-population. The server 
communicates both the user interface displays and data to the client system. 
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Therefore, it can be interpreted that in communicating the user interface displays and 
data to the client, the pre-population could have been performed by the server. In view 
of this interpretation, Davidson and Steele disclose and teach the invention substantially 
as claimed. 



Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to GREGORY JOHNSON whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2025. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30AM - 
5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, ALEXANDER KALINOWSKI can be reached on (571) 272-6771 . The fax 
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phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Alexander Kalinowski/ GREGORY JOHNSON 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3691 Examiner, Art Unit 3691 



